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About This Issue 


The first three articles in DB97 cover two iniernational tabor conferences that will interest readers of 
the DB. The Selidarity Unionism and Independent Working Class Politics Conference in Youngstown 
Ohio was sponsored by the a Youngstown militant union group and the Labor Party. We have two 
reports. Connie Furdeck covered the conference for the New Unionist, a DeLeonist paper from 
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Youngstown Solidartty Conference Seeks a Militant, Democratic Union Movement 
By Connie Furdeck 


Ninety-five years ago, in the Fail of 1904, a small group of seasoned unionists met to discuss the 
idea of forming a movement for Cue Big Union of the working ciass. They felt compelled to this 
action by their realization that working people had no real protection or viable future under the labor 
movement of their time. 

The AFL, the dominant union force of the period, was structured as a craft union. It organized 
, skilled white workers, excluding women, racial minorities and the unskilled. 

The AFL had only limited objectives. Union head Albert Strasser said, “We have no ultimate ends. 
We are going from day to day. We are fighting only for immediate objects, objects that can be realized 
in a few years. We are all practical men." Being "practical" union leaders also meant hobnobbing with 
the millionaire bosses and feathering their own nests at the expense of the rank and file. 

In June, 1905, the Indusiriai Workers of the World (WW) was organized with the aim of putting 
an end to the "business unionism" of the AFL and organizing a genuine union of the entire working 
class. 

In June, 1999, in Youngstown, Ohio, a group of seasoned veterans of the labor movement met at 
a conference titled "Solidanty Unionism and Independent Working Class Politics.” The exact same 
problems of 95 years ago, the problems of business unicnism, had impelled them to search for 
solutions, and so they put out a call to like-minded folks throughout the U.S. and elsewhere. 

Many of the workers who came to this conference had been grievously injured physicaily, 
emotionally and financially as a result of strikes and lockouts in the last 15 to 20 years. Among them 
were former Caterpillar and Staiey workers from Decatur, Ulinois, and unionists from Canada and 
several other countries. 

Regardless of where these activists came from their problems are so much alike that 
we can readily identify the cause and recognize that the solutions must be similar. Capitalism has 
replicated itself wherever it has appeared, and it is obvious that it is the root of the world's problems. 

Union activists from Puerto Rico and Korea related the same experiences with AFL-style unions 
in their respective countries. These unions are not only unresponsive to the problems of werkers, but 
they actively work against their militant members. 

The Korean unionist, Myoung Joon Kim, told us of the independent mass labor movement, the 
KCPU, that was organized in 1987 as a genuine workers’ union. ft carried out the country-wide general 
strike of January, 1997 that shook the nation and encouraged workers to question the capitalist system. 
The group brought out nearly 100,000 workers for this year's May Day celebration. Kim said he sees a 
great gap between the mass movement of workers and the lack of a genuine workers’ political party. 

An issue of particular concern to the unionists from overseas was privatization and multmational 
corporate power, and they expressed their concern about intemational solidarity, One country cannot 
stand alone, they said. The movement of international labor must grow worldwide, based on an 
exchange of information and ideas. The Internet and production of videos depicting labor issues are of 
obvious importance. 

Bruce Allen, an activist from Canada, had a similar story to tell. He said that Ontario is the 
industrial heartland of Canada. Everywhere you go in the province you see the effects of the right-wing 
government, with its war on the poor and the environment, and its policies of industrial restructuring 
and privatization. 
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Allen went on tc explain that the labor bureaucracy together with the union-based New 
Democratic Party (NDP) are going right along with the destruction of the social fabric and the 
elimination of thousands of jobs. Neither the Canadian Labor Congress (CLC) nor the NDP have an 
effective pian to contest the downsizing and restructuring. The failure to fight back leads to iess 
control on the shop floor and eventually ti-society itself. Workers look at their unions and their lack of 
success and lose Interest. ; 

Some Canadian activisis have started a left wing caucus within the CLC and have presented ideas 
and resolutions to the main body, some of which have been accepted. They maintain a website to help 
the unemployed and underemployed throughout Canada. At present they are developing a core of 
activists in order to build opposition to the union bureaucracy. 

From the State of Washington came an interesting development. Recognizing the lack of 
democracy in unions, activists there have produced 2 document in the form of a petition titled, "A 
Union Member's Bill of Rights." 

There was universal agreement at the conference on the lack of democracy in practically ali 
unions worldwide. According to the Washington unionists it is the single most pressing sore point with 
hundreds of thousands of workers throughout the U.S. They intend to seek passage of the Bill of 
Rights through the initiative process in selected states. Throughout the document the authors equate 
democracy in unions with democracy in the nation. 

Unfortunately, missing from this and similar proposals is a sense that unions must have a 
broader purpose than merely giving workers a "voice on wages and working conditions." In fact, it is 
because unions have rejected the goa! of reorganizing our social and economic system that they tend to 
become undemocratic. 

Unions and their leaders who accept the capitalist system as permanent sooner or later find 
themselves confining their demands to within the context of a for-profit, competitive system. The 
union must then find ways to keep the company compettive and profitable against its rivals. Wage 
increases must then be paid for through increases in worker productivity, which translate into speedups 
and job losses which the union must defend against the protests of the workers. 

Another issue taken up at the conference was the need for a genuine workers’ party. Many 
attendees had enthusiastically joined the Labor Party when it was formed a few years ago. But the 
leadership is tied body and mind to the established business unions. Rather than mm independent 
candidates to give workers a real alternative, the organization is attempting to become the left wing of 
the Democratic Party, pushing various issues like universal health care. 

Furthermore, the Labor Party's decision to require a minimum of 250 members for local chapters 
has effectively eliminated almost all of them, insuring there will be no local apposition to the leaders’ 
policies. As a result, the more militant members have quit. 

Of course, some have become demoralized. But those ai the Youngstown conference are still intent 
on building a genuine workers’ party and at the same time democratizing the union movement. It is a 
formidable jab! 

in conciusion, it is significant that no one objected to the presence of the socialists who attended 

the conference. Someone said that everybody here is a socialist at heart even though it is not 
expressed. 

Finally, we must keep in mind that sooner or later the whole working class is going to be forced 

to take action. What we activists do now will have great effect on the future direction workers take. 


(From the August, 1999 New Unionist, 1821 University Ave. W. #5-116, Saint Paul, MN 55104) 
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Some impressions of Solidarity Unioniem 99 


by Neil Fettes 


On the weekend of June 4-6, 99 | traveled from Toronto, ON ta Yeungstewn, OH to attend a 
conference on "Solidarity Unionism and independent Working Ciass Politics.“ The conferarce 
was organized by the Workers’ Salidanty Club of Youngstown and the Labor Party News and 
Discussion Bulletin, and endorsed by several other groups, building on two previous 
conferences in Youngstown, “Workers' Self-Activity” (97) and “Solidarity Unionism” (98). In 
the conference cail, ihe aims of the conference were to discuss ways of working together, 
building new organizations and hearing reports from workers’ struggles, boih inside and 
outside North America. Most contentious however, were counierposed resolutions on forming 
a national network of activists, along with a new publication. The discussion for the latter was 
scheduted to take place Sunday moming. 


More than sixty people attended the conference, as individuals and representatives of 
organizations. Some of them included representatives from the Workers' Solidarity Club of 
Youngstown, Marty Glaberman of Bewick Editions, Midnight Notes, the New Union Party, the 
Marxist Workers Group, individuals from New Directions and Teamsters for a Dernocratic 
Union, Labor's Militant Voice (recently expelled from the Committee for a Workers’ 
international - Labor Militant), the Socialist Party, New Democracy, the Mandst Leninist 
Organization, and Mike Griffin from the Staley strike and the War Zone Education Foundation, 
Larry Solomon from the Caterpillar struggle, Mike Connor from Electricians fer a Democratic 
Union, the SWP, the Committee for Workers Self Defense, Caroline Lund who puts out "the 
Barking Dag,” and the New York Workers' Committee, among others who belonged to na 
organization at alt. 


The Friday night session was given over to a discussion on globalization. Participants heard 
reports about last year’s general sirike in Puerto Rico, a report on struggles in Korea, and of 
events in Canada. Eric Lemer from the New York Workers Committee, gave the overview 
presentation which was interesting but drew on an orthodox Marxism which was nothing 
before which | hadn't heard. The discussion period however, was heavy on politica! rhetoric 
and | felt consisted largely of representatives from various Marxist organizations making their 
pitch without attempting to intersect with others. 


The Saturday sessions were much better. The opening session dealt with local union 
struggies and brought together speakers from the Staley Strike in Decatur, Electricians for a 
Democratic Union, the Coalition of University Employees and other struggles from across the 
US. The first afterncon session dealt with the development of workers' centres. Dave 
Stratman from New Democracy talked about education, and Staughton Lynd spoke of the 
Youngstown experience. Luz Torres described the Workplace Project in New York. 


The final session of Saturday dealt with independent working class electoral campaigns. 
Marty Giaberman critically discussed electoral politics and Larry Sclomon spoke of his 
experiences at Caterpillar. Many spoke from the floor about the Labor Party and [ talked 
about the experience of the New Democratic Party in Canada. | joking referred to the NDP as 
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independent working class political action as a joke, but was later informed that some people 
thought | was serious. 


| did not attend the Sunday moming session, so it is possible that there may be errors in the 
following account. Essentially the most contentious issue that lay before the conference was 
the creation of a national retwork of labour activists. The New York Workers Cammittee, 
aiong with Steve Zeitzer from San Francisco and Mike Griffith, had circulated several 
resoistions before the canference calling for a national network, along with a newsletter, ernail 
discussion list and web site, together with some suggestions for practical actions. 


These resoiutions were opposed by Lynd, among others, who thought they saw familiar 
Marxist-Leninist organizing pattems in the resolutions and with which they wanted nothing to 
do. During the session on Sunday moming it rapidly became apparent that no consensus 
could be reached and the NYWC resolutions were withdrawn. Those who had supported the 
resolutions, between 15 and 25 people depending on accounts, later met and decided to 
proceed with their proposais. To date an email list and a web page have been set up. 


Some thoughts ori the conference. 


From my own vantage point one of the most important reasons to go to conferences is for the 
“corridor conversations." A conference is an opportunity to hear reports and analysis and of 
course present your own ideas, but it is also a place to make contacts exchange publications 
and ideas. Even in the case of such projects as Labor Notes, with which | have much less in 
common, there is the opportunity to network. 


As fo the political debate of Sunday moming, the answer is less clear. While endorsing 
neither side and recognizing problems with both, | think that Lynd’s counter resolution had a 
greater grounding in their reality. It seems to me that those who supported the NYWC 
resolutions were in fact trying to create a new political organization. There is nothing wrong 
with that, but the traditional method for doing so, is to put out a call and then hold a 
conference. {t seemed that creating a ‘network’ is a back door method. The resolutions in 
themselves are not without merit, or potential for discussion but for the most part even they 
seemed to me to be woefully premature. Moreover, they did seem to contain the familiar teftist 
specter of a grandiose project never to be fulfiled. A greater fear was concretized on 
Saturday morning when | was handed a series of amendments to the resolutions proposed by 
the MWG They confirmed my fears. They were the kind of hairsplitting amendments which 
often find their way into these conferences and initiate full scale stampedes for the exit. 


Throughout the conference, there was whai | consider to be a fetishization of democracy and 
an overabundance of talk about reclaiming “our’ unions. Many participants in the discussions 
seemed to think that one member one vote, would be the solution that would solve problems. 
A similar problem was evident at this year's Labor Notes conference entitled "Democracy is 
Power " A lack of democracy, in and of itself, is not the problem with US and Canadian 
unions. (i leave aside here any discussion of democracy in a political sense, but as 
counterposed to bureaucracy) Given a choice would | rather be a Teamster in a union run by 
TDU or Hoffa? Probably TDU, if only because democratic niceties are more likely, though not 
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necessarily, to be observed. However, an administration led by TOU would in no rea! way be 
different, because the progiem is not who is driving the vehicle but the mature of the vehicle 
itself. The point is that there is a structural problem with unions in that they are primarily 
regulators of iabour, designed tc negotiate a price of tabour for their members and are part-of 
the mechanisms of capitalist control, no amount af democracy within a union is going to 
change that. 


As the dust settles after the conference, the Workers’ Solidarity Club of Youngstown will 
coubtiess continue in its vertical organizing strategy. The newly formed Workers’ Demecracy 
wilt attempt to deveiop the network it envisages and try to reach the goals it has set itself. 
Those interested in either group can contact them at the addresses below. 


The Workers Solidarity Club of Youngstown can be reached C/O Impact! PO Box 2125 
Youngstown, OH, 44504 


The Workers’ Democracy Network can be reached via emai! at 
<wdn-discuss-owner@egroups. com> 
{from p. 2) 

Minneapolis. Neil Fettes also attended and sent us the first draft of a report he wrote for Black and 
Red Notes. The International Solidarity Conference (I-99) was held in San Franciscs and was 
sponsored by some members of the [WW and various syndicalist groups worldwide. George Kane 
attended the conference and also wrote a report for the New Uniunist, which we publish here. A local 
IWW paper in San Francisca with a report on the conference arrived too late for inclusion in this issue 
but will be printed in DB98. 

Next we have a late-arriving leaflet by /nternationalist Perspectives on the war in Yugoslavia 
to add to those published in DB96. {nternationalist Perspectives is the journal of a group of former 
members of the International Communist Current. Dave Stratman of New Democracy read the three 
pamphiets published by the Collectivities in Faridabad India and in a letter to them comments on what 
he sees as their placing undue emphasis on economic issues as the cause of class conflict. Stratman, it 
seems to me, forgets that It is the economic power the ruling class holds and exercises that enables 
them to interfere with our class’s efforts to create the human relationships he regards as basic to the 
class struggle. 

Next Chris Faatz presents some excerpts from the SLP pamphlet Whar /s Socialism, aow out of 
print, along with his comments on them, A major “quibbie,” as he calls it, is the SLP’s “seeming 
natvete” in believing that the capitalist class would abide by the Constitution and hand over their 
power and wealth because of a lost election. 1 don’t think the SLP or De Leon ever expected the 
capitalists to hand over anything. Our class will walk into the workplaces and take over the means of 
production, ownership of which is the source of capitalist power. In an industrial society the power 
lies in the means of production and we will hold that. This kind of revolution doesn’t require great 
battles. The power is dispersed in tens of thousands of workplaces which even today are in our hands. 

Both the general secretary of the Socialist Party of Great Britain and Charmian Skelton write to 
comment on the De Leonist Society of Canada’s reply to her letter. Both address the primary 
difference between the DeLeonists and the SPGB: the question of how a victorious working class will 
establish socialism, whether through capitalism’s political organization or the working class’s 
industrial union, either of which could be used. This difference, it seems to me, is a minor one 

(to p. 14) 
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NUP at international Selidarity Conference 
Brings need for political focus to anarcho-syndicalist gathering 
By George Kane 


The 1-89 International Solidanty-Conferencean San Francisco on June 1-5 was open to all groups 
that agreed upon three points: 1) the working class and the employing class have ncihing in common; 
2) the wouking class must take over the economy aself 3) ihe svorking class must organize dio 
revolutionary unions 1 fight the capitalist class. 

Interpreting "revolutionary unions” as consistent with "one big union,” the New Union Party 
endorsed the Conference, and two NUP members, Ed Wizek and L, attended. 

Given the premise of the convention [ was surprised that the New Union Party was the only 
political party in attendance. The organizing committee drew primarily from the San Francisco aud 
East Bay chapters of the industrial Workers of the World. The NUP shares a common backround with 
the IWW, as Daniel De Leon was one of the IW W's original founders. But today the [WW is an 
anarcho-syndicalist organization, which by its charter refuses to take any political stands and is open to 
workers of ali political persuasions. 

Nearly ail conference attendees represented other anarchesyndicalist groups, These included 
unions and groups in France, Sweden, Australia and Germany, as well as WWW branches from around 
the U.S. and Canada. Delegations from Nigeria and Bangladesh were unable to attend because of visa 
probiems. 

The NUP delegates were warmly welcomed, but we were aware that our explicit socialist 
commitment made us conference oddities. Nevertheiess, the conference gave Ed Wizek prolonged 
applause when he spoke on the necessity of educating the working class as a tool of labor organizing, 
and implored the assembly to unite behind a common vision of postcapitalist society. 

fn the presentations and workshops the anarcho-syndicalists demonstrated impressive enthusiasm 
and directness. They were principally concerned with “propaganda of the deed,” winning workers to 
their viewpoint by direct action programs. 

There are virtues and pitfalls to relying on this approach. For example, there was a presentation 
of a program last summer to feed homeless people in San Francisco’s Castro District. A joint effort of 
Food, Not Bombs and the RWW, the “Food, Not Bosses” campaign arose in response to a program by 
the loca! merchants to rid the neighborhood of homeless people. The Casiro District is 
overwhelmingly gay and lesbian, and yet these merchants, who have had to fight for their own 
acceptance, had 90 probiem with villainizing the downtredden. 

The food kitchen project had the objectives of feeding the needy, identifying and sugmatizing 
merchants who encouraged anti-working-class behavior, and building ties to the gay and Jesbian 
community. The presentation detatied the work done and cited successes in meeting the program's 
goals. 

In the end, however, the program fizzled. Police repeatedly swept the homeless out of the Castro 
District, so none were able to attend the last food kitchen sessions. As long as the property owners 
remain in ownership of the political system, tactical success of direct-action programs is dwacfed by 
their strategic futility. 

Some presenters were focused entirely on iccal action and ways that small groups of workers and 
ways that smali groups of workers could help one another to improve their lives. I was struck that the 
unbalanced commutnent to local solutions and direct action breeds a peculiar myopia. 

For example, part of this contingent had a disunctly Luddite disposition, declaring, "No 
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technology is neutral, All technology favors the ruling class!" It's true that in the capitalist system this 
battle cry has some degree of plausibility, Nearly all technological. advances are developed to 
increase worker productivity, reduce the number of workers requised for aroduction and expand the 
rate of worker exploitation. In a New Unionist society, however, labor-saving technology will directly 
neip all workers , reducing the workday and freeing more.time far their leisure enjoyment or other 
praductive projects. ~ 

A couple ef presewiations were particulacty-strong. on concrete facts ans systematic analysis. 
Mike Ruppert, 2 former LA Police narcotics officer, documented. the involvement of the CIA in drug 
activities to fund'covert military operations around the world, Kevin Danaher of Global Exchange 
gave an absorbing account of the World Bank, International Monetary Fund and World Trade 
Organization. Notable presentations on transforming a workplace into a union shop were given by 
Miss MaryAnn, the shop steward at The Lusty Lady,.a San Francisco strip show, apd by Howard 
Williams of the San Francisco Bike Messengers Association. 

Some whe attended the conference are organizing a demonstration in Seattle to coincide with the 
Ministerial Assembly of the World Trade Organization, November 29 through December 3. Issues the 
WTO ministers will address at that time include the Multilateral imei on investment (MAD and 
the admission of China into the WTO. 

The demonstration appears headed towards a split between ( two factions. Reformers such as the 
AFL-CIO will demonstrate for participation by labor in the MAI negotiations, while anti-capitalist 
groups are calling for dismantling the WTO. A mass demonstration against the financial rulers of 
global capitalism could build momentum for further working-class action, though workshop leaders 
showed excessive exuberance in anticipating a general strike. A ministerial meeting is unlikely to 
arouse such passions. 

Despite differences in revolutionary strategy, the New Union Party and the anarcho-syndicalist 
groups substantially agree on our critique of the capitalist economy. The network building and 
experience sharing made the conference well worth attending. We can appreciate their energy and 
_ €nthusiasm, and hope we can develop a dialogue on our vision for a future society and the strategy 
* needed to bring it about. 

After the meeting Ed Wizek sent the following note to the organizers: 

Thanks for holding the 1-99 Conference. It was a pieasure to attend and meet workers of 
diverse groups from here and abroad. Despite some language difficulties we did communicate, 
respects minor differences and demonstrate our ability to cooperate during the conference. 

With basic agreement that One Big Democratic Union will someday be organized to possess the 
means of production while dispossessing ruling classes, ail other differences in tactics and methods 
should be af little consequence. 

With experience of this conference, the bonds of working class solidarity are stronger. Special 
thanks to Deke, the [1-99 Committee and IWW hospitality. 


Conference reports are available at the Web site: http-/Awww.iww.org/~int199 


(From the July 1999 New Unionist, 1821 University Ave. W., #S-116, St. Paul, MN 55104) 
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REFUSE CAPITALISMS WAR-LOGIC! 


The 21st century is cushing towards us in the form of Serbian laterior Mistry treops, autamatic rifies 
at hand, weolen ski masks covering chee faces, packicgdens of thousands of temified Kosovamwamen, 
ald men, and children onte jammed trains, aud dumping the bodies ef the young men they 

have murdered into mass graves. 


The 21st century is rushing towards us in the form of !aser-guided bombs and cruise missiles reigning 
down on Serbian cities like Belgrade, Novi Sad, aud Nis, tuming apartments and factories into piles of 
rubble beneath which terrified civilians are buried. 


This is not the decomposition of capitalism. It is the murderous logic of capitalism at work -- a logic 
already announced more than half a century age at Auschwitz and Babi Yar; at Hiroshima and Dresden! 


The mass death which has long been visited on the population of the Third World, in Rwanda and Sierra 
Leone, in Vietnam and Iraq, has now come to the heart of Europe. The brutal ethnic cleansing which 
had tumed Bosnia, Vukovar, and the Krajina into a charnel house bas now come to Kosove. And for 


the first time since World War Two, the great powers — The US, Britain, France and Germany are at 
war in Europe. 


The destruction of Serbia ts justified as a humanitarian mission to save innocent Kosovars, to prevent 
genocide. But the unleashing of the NATO air war has already provided Slobodan Milosevic with the 
cover needed to complete the ethnic cleansing of Kosovo. And the West, which stood by while genocide 
was perpetrated in Rwanda (or in the case of France abetted it), which permitted mass slaughter at 
Srebrenica, which encouraged the ethnic cleansing of the Serbs of the Krajina by its Croat allies, now 
mobilizes its mass media to whip up popular opinion in the service of 2 democratic and humanitarian 
(sic.) war against Yugoslavia . 


This war has nothing to do with saving innocent civilians, but is motivated solely by the Realpolitik of 
the NATO governments. The murderous conflicts in the ex- Yugoslavia are not the continuation of 
ancient ethnic battles, but the death agontes of a modern capitalist state, which in its post-war form was 
created to serve as 2. buffer between East and West during the Cold War, and in which capitalist order 
could best be maintained in its aftermath, and in the face of a devastating economic crisis, by imposing 
a new ideological framework, one based on nationalism, xenophobia, and a mythologized past, shaped 
by fear and hatred of the "Other." 


If NATO intervenes today after nearly a decade of bloody wars to divide up Yugoslavia, it is because 
war in Kosovo now has the potential to destabilize the Balkans, flooding Western Europe, already 
confronting massive unemployment, with hundreds of thousands of refugees, destroying the fragile 
buffer state of Macedonia, and raising the prospect of a new round of Balkan wars, this time directly 
involving NATO couniries like Greece, Turkey, and Hungary. The West has no problem with ethnic 
cleansing as long as it doesn't disturb its vital interests, but it does have a problem with Serbia now. As 
the possessor of the once formidable Yugosiav army, with a central geographical position in the 
Balkans, its policies in Kosovo constitute a danger to stability in the whole region. Serbia's wings had to 
be clipped. A high tech air war which would significantly diminish Serbia's military capacity was 
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NATO's respoxss. 


Whether er not NATO underestimated the determination of Milosevic and the Serb ruling class to resist 
its Diktat; whether NATO failed to take into consideration the extent i which she Serb culing class is a 
prisoner of ts own ideology, and incapable of surrendering Kosove, whether exnot NATO unity can 
survive a long military campaign, one whose logic may lead to demands forthe use of ground troops in 
order to “win,” and evirich may exacerbate the difercaces between the US and Euxope; whether 
Washington vall get its way, aixl the number of civiitan targets in Secivasviil be expaaded, and a naval 
blockade to starve the Serbian population imposed, all remain epen questions. What is clear, however, 
is that in this war both sides, Serbia and NATO, obey the murderous logic of capitalism. Whatever the 
outcome, the ruling classes on both sides plan on surviving, even as they spread death and destruction in 
both Kosovo and Serbia. The crisis of captialism will only deepen in the coming year, and as the present 
conflict shows, racial, ethnic, and religious antagonisms will be fomented by the ruling class as it 
struggies to maintain its power. We can expect a hundred Milosevic's to bloom. And in the West, 
humanitarianism and democracy will be exploited as the justification for war, an ideology which the 
left is especially adept at wielding. Who better than the left, than Clinton, Blair, and Schroeder to 
orchestrate a campaign of mass murder in the name of humanity? The Democrat, Clinton, and the 
Socialists, Blair, Schroeder and Jospin, head the war governments, and are proud of their role. The 
Greens, like the German Minister of Foreign Affairs, Joska Fisher, loyaliy and actively back them up. 
The whole lot shape the "democratic" hysteria which is spreading death in Yugoslavia. The logic of 
capitalism is implacable and will remain so as long as humankind is subject to its laws of motion. 


This murderous logic can only be opposed by a struggie to destroy a capitalist system which is no longer 
compatible with the survival of the human species, a capitalist system which can offer us only a future 
of mass death! We must realize that the problem is capitalism itself, not age-old conflicts. Humankind 
possesses the resources and capability to create the bases for a human community, where the expansion 
and satistaction of needs, net profit, productivity, and class domination, determine social life. What is 
lacking is the consciousness of the globai producing class that it can and must rid the world of a system, 
capitalism, that can only provide us with a future of interminable crisis, poverty, ethnic cleansing and 
technological destructisn. 
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Hi, Frank- 


Readers of GB may be interested trathis e-mail letter I sent on behsif of New Demecracy to 
Collectivities after reading their very interesting materials. 

all Dave Steatman 
Tear Friends, 


Thank you for your letter of April 20, and for me copies Of "A Ballad Against Work," “Reflections....“ 
and "Self-Activity of Wage-Workers...." We find your publications very interesting. I'm very sorry to 
have been so fong in replying. 


I would like to make only a few general comments now. 


1. We seem in some respects to be on very similar paths, or at least to be struck by the same 
phenomenon—the fact that people are already engaged in a daily steuggie against capitalist relations, 
and that their resistance most often takes forms which are invisible to traditional, including Manust, 
views of reality. 


Re-reading “A Ballad Against Work" today though it was striking to me that, as far as | can see, you 
do not discuss the goals of workers’ everyday struggles except in negative terms. Workers struggle 
“against work, against discipline, against heroism, against sacrifice,” etc. What are they struggling 
For? 


2. You seem to see class struggle to take place only at the point of production. The views you present 
of education and the family seem to be catirely one-sidedtit mean, you present these institutions 
merely in terms of the ruling class's goals for them, and not as arenas in which people as an active 
force struggle against capitalist relations to create relationships of a different sort. Can it possibly be 
that working people at work are a dynamic, active force which capital seeks desperately to control, but 
that beyond the workplace they are entirely passive and under capital's thumb? I think you need to 
extend your insights about people beyond the workplace. The class struggle is being fought out in 
every area of people's lives. 


3. Your view of the family in particular suffers from a Marxist conception of human beings. It is true 
that the ruling class attempts to use the family to enforce imequality, discipline, etc. It is also true that 
the family is an arena in which most men and women struggie to create loving and equal and 
committed relationships in the face of a culture which is profoundly hostile to them. What is so 
impressive about your history is that you actually listened to the people and learned from them, so 


much so that you jettisoned many of your earlier theoretical concepts and struggied to shape new ones. 


But I cannot believe that you are really listening to your fellow workers in your attitudes to the family. 
Is this the way they feei about their families? Or is this the way that your theory, derived from Marx et 
al., tells you they should think about them? 


4. Related to point #1, you don't seem to discuss what the class struggle is about, implying, I suppose, 
that you accept the idea that class struggle is just over a division of the wealth. As you may have 
noticed in our publications, we believe that the class war goes much deeper than this, and that it is a 
struggle over what vaiues should shape human life and relationships, a struggle over what it means to 
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be a human being, The working class does not just resist capitalist nelaticns. It has positive walues of 
its own of equality, solidarity, andxdemocracy, racted in its social relations, which it seeks to impose 
on all of life. ‘ 


5. We believe, as you may liave seen already, that class strugele is on a continuure, where the smallest 
acts of solidarity and resistance and the mosi public and collective acts of class war are part of the 
sane struggle to humanize the warld. This paint, I know, bears a lot of discussion, since your caution 
agatust large-scale stcuggte seems to be central to-your thinking. | make it, however, because it 
suggests a link between “small steps,” as you put it, and struggle on an expansive scale. 


T have printed below some remarks which | addressed to a recent New Democracy retreat and a copy 
of the Statement of Principles which we adopted. 


Best wishes for the New Year. 
For New Democracy, Dave Stratman 
NEW DEMGCRACY STATEMENT OF PRINCIPLES 


We live under a dictatorship of the wealthy. Most people want a better world. We can only achieve a 
new world by openly declaring our coals: 


1 - We are for revolution to create a real democracy. We call on people everywhere to end elite rule 
and to create real democracy based on principles of solidarity and equality Democracy means ordinary 
people shaping all of society with their shared values. It means people together freely deciding their 
goals and how they wiil cooperate to achieve them. This includes transforming the goals, organization, 


and contro! of work to create an economy where the preductive wealth of society is used to meet the 
huraan needs of all. 


2. Revolution to achieve real democracy is necessary and possible. Revolution is necessary because 
the problems we face are rooted in a system of elite rule that controls people by attacking relations of 
solidarity and equality. These problems cannot be solvedwithout creating a new society. Revolution is 
possible because the struggle of ordinary people to humanize the world is the force that drives history, 
and because most people want the new world that only revolution can bring. 


3. Our confidence in the possibility of revolution comes from our confidence in ordinary people. 
Capitalism, communism, and socialism have all led to societies in which an elite holds the power. 
None of these systems is democratic. Communism and secialism failed as alternatives to capitalism 
because they accepted capitalism's view that economic development ts the basis of human 
development, that self-interest is the primary human motivation, and that ordinary people are a passive 
mass or a dangerous problem. The basis of a new society is a new, positive view of people. 


4. The everyday struggle of ordinary peopie to humanize the world creates the wealth of society and 
whatever positive human relationships exist within it. Most people in their everyday lives struggle 
against a culture based on competition and exploitation. They strive in their families and workplaces 


to create relationships based on equality and commitment to cach other. People's everyday lives Dave 
revolutionary meaning. 


aa 


5. Class struggle is a struggie over what values should shape society, what goals it should pursue, and 
who should contro! 1% ft is a strugeleover what tt means to be a human being. The values af the 
capitalist class are inequality, competition, and control ram above. The values ofthe working class 
are equality, solidarity, and democracy. The goal of working class stwuggle is te transform the whole 
werld with its values. The most personal acis of kindness and the most public acis of class war are part 
ofthe same struggle to humanize the world. 


6, The revolutionary movement must not be based on politicians or union officials or business 
structures or the courts but on ordinary people themselves as the driving force and leaders of change. 


7. Revolutions are built on hope. The revolutionary movement will unite ordinary men and women of 
every race and nationality ii a movement in which our confidence in our ability to change the world 
comes from our confidence in each other. 


8. We invite all who agree with these principles to join New Democracy. 


New Democracy works for democratic revolution. Write us at P.O. Box 427, Boston, MA 62130. Or 
call: Boston: Doug Fuda, 617-323-7243; St. Paul: Tom Laney, 612-731-2649; Decatur: Larry Solomon, 
217-763-4451; Chicago: John Cabral, 708-524-0205, E-mail: Newdem@aol.com. Webpage: 
http://users.aol.com/newdem 


(from p. 7) 


compared to the similarities, most of which reflect the circumstances and the time of the origin of the 
nwo proups. 

Aaron Smeaton sent in the most recent round in his debate with Mike Ballard. In my 
estimation the debate derives, in part at least, from the organizational background of the debaters. 
Smeaton is the adherent of a group that has foresworm numbers for ideological purity. Ballard, as a 
member of 2 multi-tendency group—as a union must be-lives with the reality of the [WW membership, 
which is not always guided by the logic of the Marxism in the preamble of its constitution. Next-in a 
noteworthy departure from the sectarianism that ordinarily operates in our political sector~SPGB 
member Adam Buick sent us “Deeper Into Dead-End Street” from the new issue of /nternationalisé 
Perspectives. Buick must have felt. as I did after reading it, that it reveals the New World Order in all 
its inhumanity. 

Dave Stratman’s interviewswith a worker in a Canadian auto parts plant describes what at first 
glance would seem to be an encouraging development in a Canadian labor dispute. Any action in 
which the workers take over the means of production looms large in our consciousness. Unfortunately 
this turns out to have been a militant sideshow designed to bolster the union’s credibility with the 
membership. 

For the DB Alan Sanderson’s article has two advantages for the DB: 1) clarifying the term 
“market economy” and 2) raising the question of what will replace the market in a moneyless society. 
W. Hewitson does what comes naturally io isolated adherents of our political sector: He writes and 
distributes his own leaflets. “What Is a Wage Slave?” is a recent example. As usual we end with some 
notes, announcements, and short reviews. 


Finances 


The past two months have seen a major improvement in the DB’s financial condition, due largely to 


{to p. 16) 
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SOME EXCERPTS FROM “WHAT {S SOCIALISM?" 


(With comments by Cliris Faatz, 1701 Broadway, #211, Vancouver, WA-98663. cfaatz@telepori.cem) 


(NOTE. the following first appeared as part ofa discussten.on the Intemet reganding socialism and its 
definition. It's been slightly modtfacd for DE veaders—CFI 


The question being debsice here is that of what might be tamed “the DeLeonist Road to Socialism.” 
Many people are unciear as to what DeLeonism is. One thing that can be said for it is that you won't 
find their definition in most of your dictionaries~-and that's probably a good thing, as a friend recently 
pointed cut. To me, they fail within the general realm of "libertarian socialists,” but let's let one of 
their leading historical figures and defenders, Eric Hass, editor of the Socialist Labor Party’s central 
organ, "The Peepie" for umpteen years, set it out in his own words. Here's a definition from a 1958 
printing of his pamphlet, “What Is Socialism?" 

“Socialism is that social system under which the necessaries of production [factones, tools, 
land, etc.] are owned, controlled and administered by the people, for the people, and under which, 
accordingly, the *cause* of political and economic despotism having been abolished, class nile is at an 
end. That is Socialism, nothing short of that.' 

"This is the terse definition given by the great American Socialist pathfinder, Daniel De Leon. 
To it we add this: "Socialism is the only social system under which the worker will enjoy the full 
social value of his labor. Moderna technology and science have made it possible to produce an 
abundance for all with a minimum of toil.... [Each] will enjoy security from want and fear of want, a 
measure of personal liberty such as... has never been known, and, not least, leisure for travel, play, and 
cultural pursuits. Socialism will mean a fuil, useful fife. 

“Socialism is the next higher form of social organization which “must* supersede capitalism if 
we are not to sink into the mire of fascism. It is the coming classless society of peace and plenty for 
all.” 

Hass goes on, in re: government ownership as Socialism: “Government ownership, or the 
nationalization of ualities and industries, as it is sometimes called, is not Socialism. Common or 
collective ownership of industry in a Socialist society of free workers, in which exploiatios of man by 
man is impossible, is one thing. But State ownership of industry in a class-divided society, in a society 
where the State ts nothing mere than an instrument by the means of which the economically<dominant 
class maintains its power to expioit the worker, ts another and quite different thing. ... 

"To attain Socialism the workers must make the means of production their collective property, 
abolish the class State, and administer production through democratic bodies elected from the 
industries." 

One thing that can te said about DeLeonism is that it's democratic through and through, has ao 
use for vanguards, and emphatically denies any kind of coatro! from above in the new society. An 
industry-based democratic control from below is the vision that De Leon himself outlined, and that bis 
followers propagandize and agitate about to this day. In fact, it's fairly clear that this is indeed the main 
political activity of the DeLeonist activist: propagandizing and agitating about that glorious end goal, 
the Cooperative Commonwealth based on democratic control from below. Any other political 
activity--taking part in demonstrations, organizing against the death penalty, fighting with and for 
striking workers—is, as I understand it, seen as a mere palliative at best, as a reformist measure that 
holds back the class from its historically-prescribed duty: the achievement of Socialism. 
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Lastly, on achieving Socialism: "The Socialist Labor Party cannot bring sbout Socialism. The 
mission of the Socialist Labor Party is to show the way. The working class must do the rest.” [ray 
emphasis—CF}. 

"To bring about Socialism, the workers must organize in accordance with the economic and 
political conditions prevailing here in America. First, they must organize politically to demand, 
through the peaceful means of the ballot, that all the means of wealth-production become the 
collective property of society. (Refusal to submit the issue to the will of the majority automatically 
outlaws the movement as an advocate of ‘physical force and violence’ and reduces it to a conspiracy. 
Moreover, it would be stupid, as well as dangerous, to so refuse because we have the right, under the 
Constitution, to alter our government, or abolish it ‘and set up new safeguards’ to protect our welfare 
and happiness. The amendment clause of the Constitution, as Abraham Lincoln pointed out, is the 
peaceful ‘substitute’ for armed revolution.) 

"Secondly, the workers must organize a force to back up their ballot and prevent a 
pro-capitalist reaction.; That force can enly be the Socialist Industrial Union--the organization of the 
workers along industrial lines and on the basis of the class struggic. The Socialist Industrial Union ts 
made mandatory by the facts of production. Workers run industry from top te bottom. They are ina 
perfect strategic position to take possession, lock out the capitalist class and continue production 
without interruption, thus averting the chaos that would otherwise ensue. The Socialist Industrial 
Union is the workers! power! 

Finally the Socialist Industrial Union becomes the framework of the {Industrial Republic of } 
Labor which will supersede the capitalist political State.” 


To raise a dead horse just to beat it some more, my biggest quibble with the above is the 
seeming naivete of the comrades of the De Leonist persuasion in thinking that, once the above has 
been accomplished (were that to happen), the capitalist class would abide by the legalities of the 
Constitution and hand over power with neither bang nor whimper. History—Guatemala, Spain, Russia, 
Germany, Italy, Chile, Vietnam-—ali eloquently argue otherwise. 

{from p. 14) 
donations. The DB used to operate in the red for months on end, but that situation hasn’t arisen in 
some years despite the increase in our major expense, postage. One factor is that the printing is done 
here; the other is the increase in contributions. We might wish that the increase was the result of 
increased subs and sales but we are thankful for small blessings, large ones in proportion, as my dad 
used to say. 


Contributions: Tom Dooley $14; Walter Beale $2, Margaret Ahrens $2; Karl Heck $22; Witham 
Cashin $20; Mike Ballard $5; Rado Mijanovich $100; Neil Chertcoff $2;Joe Tupper $20; Frank Girard 
$22; Gene Miceli $4; Dave Stratman $10. Total $223. Thank you, comrades. 


BALANCE June 25, 1999 $256.05 
RECEPTS 

Contributions § 223 

Subs and sales 70 


total $293 {to p.18) 
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Finally the Socialist Industrial Union becomes the framework of the Industrial Republic of 
Labor which will supersede the capitalist political State.” 


To raise a dead horse just to beat it some more, my biggest quibble with the above is the 
seeming naivete of the comrades of the De Leonist persuasion in thinking that, once the above has 
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THE SOCIALIST PARTY OF GREAT BRITAIN 


71 ASHBOURNE COURT WOODSIDE PARK ROAD LONDON N12 8SB 
Dear Editor 


We read with interest the letter from the De Leonist Society of Canada (DLSC) and the remarks they 
made to C Skelton’s articie Revolution with the Ballet Box (DB93). 


The DLSC agree with the importance for the working class (those who have to seil their labour 
power) to take action and io gain contrel of the machinery of government before Socialism is 
possible, Yet, they then assert that the position of the Socialist Party of Great Britain "doesn't go far 
enough “ and conclude: 


The reader is left with the thought that the weight of public opinion expressed through a majority vote 
Jor Socialism would, in and by itself, ensure the desired control, ps 


For the record, the Socialist Party of Great Britain has never put forward such a Utepian - and 
unrealistic - argument. The DLSC then cite a rambling, incoherent and irrelevant address by Daniel 
De Leon to support their criticism of the SPGB. 


First: the question of the weight of public opinion. A Socialist majority will both understand the need 
for and aciively desire common ownership and democratic control of the means of production and 
distribution by all of seciety. The majority will send, through 2 revolutionary Socialist party, 
delegates to parliament or similar institutions for one purpose only, ie: 


Thet as the machinery of government, including the armed forces of the nation, exists only to 
conserve the monopoly by the capitalist class of the wealih taken from the workers, the working class 
must organise consciously and politically for the conquest of the powers of government, national and 
local, in order that this machinery, including these forces, may be converted from an instrument of 
oppression into the agent of emancipation and the overihraw of privilege, aristocratic and 
plutocraitic. Clause 7 


The "weight of public opinion" cannot by itself bring about an end to class exploitation, te the class 
ownership of the means of producing and distributing wealth. Opinions are merely that opinions. 
Socialists want social change, a revolutionary transformation of society. You can't achieve that 
without organizing to take cantrol of the state. 


Second: the question of the public themselves. The Socialist majority will be made up of all sections 
of the working class net just these in trade unions or in areas of production. They will include those in 
education, at home, the retired, the unemployed, the elderly and those within the machinery of 
government itself, And it is not beyond the bounds of possibility that seme capitalists may have 
become part of the Socialist majority. in che Communist Manifeste, Marx and Engels did not 
discount the chance of a section of the capitalist class zoing over to the workers as well as some of 
"the bourgeois ideolegists” as Marx and Engeis themselves did. 
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The political action of the Secialist majority, it is reasonabie to assume, will not only be to send 
delegates te parliament but to draw up and democratically agree plans to organize the continuation of 
production and distribution, Such plans and erganization will be in conjunction with the democratic 
aims and objectives of these working inside and outsicof production. 


Once the machinery of government is wader the control of the Socialicianajonty, capitalist production 
for profit will be transformed inte Socialist pooduction for dizection use. Thoscapitalist class and their 
political ageats will not be able to influence the evolutionary grocess any morc thazdhe Feudal estate 
could prevent the capitalist revolutions of the 17th and 18th centuries. 


This brings us on to the nonsense of the capitalist class being in a pusition to lock workers out of areas 
of production like factories. Socialists recognise that it is the working class who run capitalism from 
top to bottom albeit in the interests of another class. The nearest most capitalists get to the company 
in which they have investments is either a visit to their broker, or the sharchoiders' meeting. 


So where, then, is the problem? Why have the Secialist Party of Great Britain not gone far enough? in: 
fact, the truth of the matter is there is no probiem at ail. Within the political programme of the 
SPGB's Object and Declaration of Principles there is ail a warking class needs to establish Socialism. 


However there is a political problem. And it is this. If the position of the SPGB is right, it seriousiy 
calls into question the political programmes of other groups in Discussion Bulletin who propase a 7 
variety of methods of action. 


The main emphasis of Socialist politics ts to propagate Socialist ideas to all the working class in order 
to increase the number of Socialists. A practical political programme which acknowledges the reality 
of where political power is located, held, exercised and controlled is indispensable in convincing 
workers that Socialism is a feasible rather than a Utopian project for them to engagcewith as 
revolutionary agents of social change. Such a practical programme exists in the Object and 
Declaration of Principles of the Socialist Pary of Great Britain. 


Yours faithfully 


C. May, General Secretary 
(from p. 16) 
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Frank Girard 
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Dear BB, 


| am surprised that my argument, about Revolution with the Ballot Box, has net been 
answered. | know that DB's readership must include a number of groups and individuals who 
raject the propasition af political onganization for Socialism. But with ane ped cate there fas 
been na reply to my contribution in DB no. 92. 


| repeat the gist of tle argument. Given thai the State exists anmanty to protect the interests 
of the capitalist class, | argued: 


.. the capitalist clase has state force at its disposai. if they can, they will use it. 
That is why i is essential for Socialists to gain political power, to ensure that 
the state forces cannot be used against the Socialist movement. ...To abolish 
the state, you need first to gain contro! of it - you need political power. Just haw 
are the working class supposed to abolish the state if they do not first gain 
control over it? 


Regarding the somewhat baffling comments by the De Leonist Society of Canada(DB 94), | 
cannot understand for the life of me why they suppose that | was trying to argue that “the 
weight of public opinion, expressed through a majority vote for Socialism, would in 
and by itself ensure the desired control”, 


in fact, | argued against such a simplistic view. 


The use of the ballot by Socialists is not merely for legitimation purposes - 
although being abie to demonstrate the strength of support the party has, by the 
number of votes cast , could be useful. The main reason for advocating the 
electoral road is that, unless the working class gain control of the state and, 
with it, the coercive forces which the capitalist class would need to defend their 
class interests, these forces would inevitably be used against the revolution, to 
crush it. 


As for the rather confusing quotation from the late D. De Leon, referring to capitalists 
threatening to go on strike and his suggestion that the working class should “lock out the 
capitalist class", | think that it is their view which “does not go far enough”. Once there is a 
class-conscious majority, with central of the state, they will be in a position to do much more 
than that. They can expropriate the capitalist class and, in so doing, they can end the class 
system. 


Yours for a world of cormmon ownership, 


Charmian Skelton 
Socialist Party of Great Britain 


30. 
More Potemics with M. Ballard of the PHW 
by A. Smeaton 


"Eutryism" is a word used te describe typical leftist tactics of entering ito an organization with the 
supposed aim oSanfluencing it aad tius making it represent workers interests. This is dhe same as the 
Yactic ance known as “hong from witha" that was ploncersd by social democracy and taraed tnto at 
official religion by trotskyists and stalinists. 


"If certain workers, organized ia an AFL union, need solidarity in their struggle for a higher standard 
of living then, we see no contradiction m supporting them im that struggle while at the same time 
reserving our right te criticize the deficiencies of craft unionism, unionized scabbing and so forth. We 
get te the root of the problem that separates us from those whe don't understand the nature of wage 
slavery.” 


This is find for the most part but it ignores that my criticism was aimed specifically at the practice of 
dual carding, which pins the [WW tail on the AFL donkey so te speak. In other respects the comment 
doesn't acknowledge that crait unionism, or rather unions today, are not simply deficient but arc 
openly hostile to workers inierests. If this same argument was superimposed onte a defense of support 
for national liberation “struggles” it would be identical to the apologetics oftroiskyist organizations 
defending their support for the PLO or any other similar gang of imperialist thugs. 


Mike Ballard also goes on to say that: "In some of those workplaces proles are in biz umions; in some 
they aren't." Actually it ts in the vast majority of workplaces that workers are not in a unton at all. 
Even at the height of unionization m this country only maybe 30% to 35% (correct me if lam wrong) 
were in unions and even that did not last very long. Most workers-don't vote in elections either, cither 
because they don't reaily care or at some basic icvel they know that voting is meaningless. In this 
respect many workers have already figured out something that the [WW seems to have forgotten. That 
it takes two minutes to vote ts true but these are bvo minutes that are best spent talking with other 
workers. 


His expression of solidarity with the "downtrodden in Mexico" is touching but ignores the fundarnental 
differences between Joe Hill's time and ours. When Joe Hill was alive there was a revolution going on 
in Mexico that was seeking the overthrow of the hated Porfinato. Today in Mexico the EZLN seeks 
inclusion into the current government. The EZLN itself and its ex-Maoist origins are hidden by an 
armed electoral reformist policy that seeks to resurrect the old ejide system of agricultural subsidies. 
This will not happen in the new economy where agriculture is geared towards the appetites of the US 
and less towards feeding starving Mexicans. The struggle in Mexico is one that seeks te keep 
Mexicans involved in supporting a government and a system that is starving them by giving it the 
appearance of a multi-party democracy. if the PRI was ever significantiy forced to relinquish power to 
a new party it could only happen with the biessing and the capital of a foreign imperialist economic 
power like the European Union. Phrases with solidarity sound nice but they tend to be misused and 
placed in the contexts of situations and conflicts that are poorly understocd. 


M. Ballard reveais one of the more plaring problems in his thinking when he wrote, "_..co-ops have 
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done away with the employer/eraployee relation." Obviously he was not referring to North Farm 
Co-op. He knows as well as | do, that to survive as a small business a cooperative has to compete or 
disappear like any other capitalist formation. He surely deesn't propose that the world system of 
capitalisin be transformed into a world of small producers and small businesses, this would be akin to 
turing the-clock back to a time that never existed. Like Nor‘laéFarm, or the famers' cooperatives, they 
may have started with some egalitarian ideal in mind but simply become capitalist enterprises. 


He goes on to say that "we steer our own ship..." but it is events and political fashion that steers the 
TWW. 


(fromips 32) 


Economic Crises. This “Special Supplement No. !" of Socialist Studies is the first of two pamphiets 
the Socialist Party of Great Britain is publishing this year to refute the widespread delusion that 
governments can intervene in the economy and pull it out of depression. Written in response to the 
ongoing depression in Western European nations and the coilapse of Southeast Asian economies, it 
examines Keynesian policies. An especially useful chapter “The irrelevance of Keynesianism” 
compares the results on employment of the government spending policies adopted by the New Deal 
during the Thirties to employment in Great Britain, which followed the opposite course, instituting the 
kind of government spending cuts we associate with Thatcher and Reagan. The chapter cites the 
statistics showing that the increase in employment after it hit rock bottom in ihe early thirties was 
about equal in both countries, suggesting that govemmment economic policies have little to do with 
recovery or non-recevery. Other chapters examine different time periods in different countries. and 
prove statistically that the economic boom/bust cycles wark themselves out according to capitaiism’s 
economic laws, sot is response to government attempts to influence their course. 28 pages, L1, $2 
postpaid from Socialist Studies, 7] Ashbourne Court, Woodside Park Road, London Ni2 8SB. 


The Legacy of Capitalism: Shameless Wealth and Needless Poverty by G.P. Maher. The author 
became a socialist as a result of a 1942 encounter with a Socialist Labor Party leaflet distributor while 
he was working in a G.M. parts plant in Dayton Chic. He became reader of the Weekly People and of 
other SLP literature without becoming a party member. This 98 page book, self-published, is the 
result of his reading of the SLP’s Marxist literature and other extensive reading on economics. The 
book’s introduction describes the current condition of the capitalist worid: the distribution of wealth, 
etc. But much of it is devoted to an inquiry into finance: the capttalist handling of the wealth extracted 
from workers. As such it deals in some detail with the Federal Reserve, monetary policy, the role of 
the banking families, and similar topics. Later sections explain Marxian economics and demonstrate 
statistically the amount stolen from workers through the wages system, the environmental effects of 
capitalism, and the revolutionary solution proposed by the SLP (and BeLeonists generally). Maher 
writes in a breezy, informal style with personal recollections and humorous examples that makes his 
book a pleasure to read. This is the third edition, 98 - 3 4 by 11 pages, $5 from G.P. Maher, 211 S. 
Michigan St. #505, South Bend, IN 46601. 


Remembering Spain: ltalian Anarchist Volunteers in the Spanish Civil War by Umberto 
Marzocchi and Prisoners & Partisans: Italian Anarchisis ia the Struggle Against Fascism, by 
Mauro de Agustini and others. In these two pamphiets the Kate Sharpiey Library chronicles the role of 
itahan anarchists in struggles where the libertarian contribution, Italian and otherwise, generally goes 
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DEEPER INTO DEAD-END STREET 


Welcome to the global economy ai the eve of the 21th oentury, the most absurd 
environment humanity has ever lived in. 


You live in Japan, and you wonder how the capital of the secand largest economy on garth, 
which used to be praised and feared for ts fabulous efficiency, has test two thiads Geis 
stock-value in less than a decade. Where did that “value” go to? Yauawonder hewstaganese 
banks, not so long ago seen as the strongest of the world, wound up with more than a trillion 
dollars in bad debts. You wonder why brand new factories are being closed, why unsold 
goods are piling up in the warehouses, why all the desperate measures taken by the 
govemment fail to if the economy from its slump. 


You live in neighbouring indonesia, one of the fastesi growing economics on earth just a 
while ago. and you hear the president on the radio ask you to eat less rice because of acute 
shortages, but you have no rice to eat. You're hungry. and they tell you it's all the fault of the . 
Chinese, so let's go kill hem. And if we find no Chinese, we'll kill Catholics or witches. It 
won't fill your belly, but it will let you vent your rage in a safer way than when you demand 
food from the government, because then the army will shoot you. 


Or you live in South Korea and fight with your fellow workers at Hyundai against massive 
layoffs and arc attacked by the army. on the orders of your new leader, the ‘compassionate’ 
Kim Dae Jung. Yet despite this violence. despite the steep rise in unemployment and inflation, 
you think yourself lucky that you don't live in the “communist” North, where up to 3 millions 
were killed by hunger in the last 3 years, where a nacent UN-study found 62% of ail children 
stunted because of malnutrition, and where government help comes in the form of what is 
officiaily called “substitute-food", consisting of dried leaves and straw, ground into an 
indigestibie powder. 


Conditions are only marginally better if you live north trom there, in the vast interior of 
China. Here. the stale calls itself “communist” too, the economy is supposed io produce 
for the needs of the people, not for profit. Yet while hunger and poverty are rampant, more 
than 15 million Chinese workers have been laid off in the lasi two years because of. 
overproduction. 


But your misery could be bleaker still, if you live in neighbouring Russia where production 
has fallen at a breathtaking pace, where a third of the population now must survive on less 
than 32 dollars a month, where many millions are not only hungry but also shivering from cold. 
despite Russia's enormous oil, gas and coal reserves. 


Capital is rushing to the exits and while the ruble has plunged, it still is so scarce that much of 
what remains of the economy has reverted to barter (trading in kind). 


You have not witnessed any financiai crisis recently, if you live in one of the 80 poorest 
countries of the world. With an average year-incorme of 350 dollar per person in 1997. these 
economics have become so marginalized in the global production chain, that there is hardly 
any money ieft fo flee. Nor is there any coining in. While East Africa suffered a massive 
outfiow of capital, during the first half of 19928. capital inflow to that region was still six mes 
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greater than that to Sub-Saharan Africa. There is no profit to be made. so these countries arc 
written off. abandoned to disease, hunger: =despair, civil war. So if yau live in Congo. you may 
wonder what became of all that jubilant talk on "¥frican Renewal". And you may also wonder 
what the armies of six neighbouring countries are coming to figitt for in a land of plundered 
resources and collapsing infrastructure. You ask yourself why so many regions in the 
continent are literally drenched in blood, why they want to kill you because you're tall enough 
to pass for a Tutsi. Or if you live further south, in the ‘new’ South Affica, you may svoncaswhy 
‘the goad shegherd’ Mandela has recently decided to spend 5 billion dollars on war ships. 
submarines and fighter iets. while the official unemployment-rate of 33% is an understaternent 
and the only things growing in the country arc the shanty-towns. Still, your fate could be a 
thousand times worse if you're being crushed between murderous gangs of Serbian police 
and Albanian thugs in Kosovo. or between the economic warfare of the West and the brutal 
scheming of your local dictator in irag. both equally indifferent to the millions who die from 
hunger and disease as a resuit of their ruthless power games. 


Sadly, the list of countries where living conditions move from oad to horrible, goes on and 
on. if you live in Western Europe or North Amernca, you may think, looking at the rest of the 
word, that as bad many things are at home. they could be a lot worse. You heard about 
‘Asian contagion’ and pray for it to stay away. you watch the stock markets gyrate wildly and 
pray for them to settle. You sec the signs of a gathering storm and wonder what you can do to 
protect yourself, while the media fill your ears with sleazy tales about the sex life of the US 
President and the British cabinet. 


Never has there been such an abundance of commodities, including food products - 
despite the incentives given to farmers in the most developed countries to produce less. 
There is enough available fo provide every human being with at feast 2700 calories a day. Yet 
never before have so many died from hunger - 20 miilion a year according to the latest UN 
estimate - while one-third of the human race suffers from anaemia due to malnutrition. Never 
before have there been so many basic needs unfulfilled, yet never before has there been so 
much global overcapacity of productive forces. On a giodal scale, more and more factories 
must be closed or used below capacity. The same is true for human capital: a third of the 
global workforce - more than 1 billion peopie - is thrown out of work, according to the 1998 
World Employment Report of the UN's Intemational Labor Office. Never before has there 
been so much money floating around - close to $2 inilions are now being traded daily for 
sheer speculative profit - yet half of the worid’s population must survive on less than $2 a day. 
Never before has it been easier to provide material security to everyone - to satisfy ail the 
world’s sanitation and food requirements would cost only $13 billions, roughly the same 
amount as what is spent each year in {the US and the European Union on perfume - yet 
never before are so many living in insecurity, in constant worries about tomorrow. 


(from intemationalist Perspective No.35. $3 from AM, PO Box 40231, Staten Isiand, NY 
10304; 1.1.56 from BM Box 8154, London WCIN 3xx, Great Britain) 
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THE CAW PLANT OCCUPATION: AN INTER VIEW WITH A JOHNSON CONTROLS WORKER 


by Dave Stratman 


On April 16, 1999 the ciectnifying message azrived that members and officials of the Canadian Auto 
Workers had occupied the Johason Centrals plant in Stratford, Ont. On Saturday morning, April 18, { 
called Diane Albrecht, a Snicnd who works in the plant, to ask her about che occupation. 


ND: Diane, what happened? 


DA: The aight before the occupation started [April 14], three people stayed in the plant ovemight—the 
president of the Local, the chairperson, and one steward. About 5 a.m. on the 15th, before the first 
shift began, a mix of about 25 peopie, the union executive comuniitee, Hem: Metic (assistant to Buzz 
Hargrove, national president of the CAW), and a few workers were brought into the plant. They 
secured the plant and notified the media, other locals, etc. The rank and file were then mobilized to 
surround the plant in order to defend the occupation. 


ND: Were you one of the occupiers? 
DA: No. As I said, there were just a few workers. It was mainly the official leadership. 
ND: Why did they do it? 


DA: There were a number of key issues, the mast important being the outsourcing of jobs te Mexico a 
littic at a time. The plant has gone down from slightly under 1500 to just 550 in six years that Johnson 
Gontrols owned us. They're chipping away at us. We only have one major contract left, the 
NL/Chrysler contract. Can Fab (the local name of the plant which was bought out by Johnson 
Controls} laid off 57 people as of April 19. The loss of the Chrysler contract would have meant 
another 120 jabs lost, enough so that they would probably pist have shut down the whole plant. So our 
demands were to keep the Chrysler contract and to bring back the 57 terminated workers. We also got 
a worker who had been terminated back, and won an early retirement package for those out on 
disability, 


ND: I didn't understand from your e-mail yesterday that 1t was the CAW leadership who did the plant 
takeover. I know that you and some other rank and filer's had been putting out flyers on the shop floor. 
What happened? 


DA: Well, we kept up the flyers to inform the membership of what we feit was going on. When our 
contract expired December of 1998 we had a strike vote of 97%. Then after the contract was signed m 
January the company immediately laid off 500 of the 550 employees icf in the plant for 5 weeks while 
producing cur work in a plant in Mexico. To add insult to injury, shortly after everyone returned to 
work they announced a permanent layoff of another 57 workers. Almest immediately on the heels of 
this announcement they then called a meeting to inform us that they would be permanently 
out-sourcing our main NL contract (a seating contract with Chrysler), which would result in a total 
reduction of approximately 160 workers. The reason they gave--insufficient workforce. This with 200 
members already on layoff and 57 that had just received permanent layoff notices. This corporation 
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was ruthless enough to say they had bargained in good faith and then throw everything aside to achieve 
their pians which they came right out and said was to reduce the workforce to 315 people. This was 
more than the membership was willing to take and people started to put out flyers on their own, which 

—included some of the members contacting the Natienal Union directly. Everybody wanted some kind 
of fightback against outsourcing. The National Union had been planning something, but they were 
really spurred by all die activity in the plant. A few weeks ago Hemi Metic called us all together. He 
said, “Now is the time to act.” He didn’t specify what action would be taken, but we all voted {00% to 
back an action. I think the faci that people kept on putting pressure on the union resulted in an action. 


ND: How de you feel about it? 


DA: We won and we won big time. The membership has finally learned what a union is all about. We 
can win and we can win big. It's exciting to be able to go inte a plant and be able to talk union, talk 
about what we won. 


ND: lt seems that the work that you and your friends did, of keeping up the flyers, had a huge effect. 


DA: Yes, the flyers definitely built the morale in the plant. It showed that you have to be persistent. As 
long as you're going for something that's right and that benefits everybady, you can win. We knew 
what we were doing was going to benefit everybody at Can Fab. 


ND: Do you think this struggle will have effects beyond your plant? 


DA: I think it will have very positive effects on workers across Canada and the U.S. We had the 
support of workers ali over Ontario. Workers came from other unions, CUPE, UFCW, steelworkers 
and others to show solidarity. 


ND: I thought you told us at the New Democracy retreat that you are a "shy person." 


DA: It's been a learning experience beyond anything I ever imagined. I went from somebody who 
wouidn't even admit she was a union member, to sameone who would fight for any union member 
anywhere. It's not just about my job or your job. It's people. it's people caring about people. If you're 
not willing to let them beat us down, then you have to fight back. And when you do, you begin to feel 
stronger and you begin to see what power people have. Yesterday was the best day of my whole entire 
life. The others in the plant were elated. There are a few that are worried that the company will 
retaliate. But 98% of us feel our power, our control. We feel like, "This is our plant, not yours.” I've 
been in that plant for 28 years. For years we were just a bunch of women who had been feeling, "The 
union will take care of things. It's not our place to make noise." Now we're different. 
* sd * 
THOUGHTS ON THE OCCUPATION 
by Dave Stratman 


My first reaction to the news of the CAW occupation was to think, "Wow, this is fantastic! It really 
shows what people can do." [t seems clear that the courage and persistence and faith in their fellow 
workers of active rank and file members is what led to the occupation and its outcome. This victory 
to the extent that it is a victory—belongs to the rank and file. It may be the CAW leadership that was 


inside the piant, but the force that put them there ee the rank and file. 

But the role of the CAW leaders in this fight made me step and think. These ars the same people 
Who a few months ago were trying to isolate rank and file activists, telling them they were betraying 
the union by speaking out, trying to intimidate them, trying to make them shut up. And now the same 
leaders take over the plant. What's going on here? 

The CAW occupation is not a successful case of "forcing. the leaders to do their job.” it's a case of 
the CAW leaders going to extreme lengths io try to keep their credibility. The building takcover~done ! 
in a way so as to exclude the rank and file—is one more instance of union leadership acting in the place 
of the members rather than enabling the members to act. The CAW leadership is trying to manage the 
workers, not lead them. They are trying io contain the struggle, to make sure it stavs limited to the very 
specific questions of outsourcing and jobs, and prevent the struggle spilling over into a consideration 
of all the many ways people are under attack by capitalism and by the unions and the deep changes 
that are necessary im our society. The CAW is trying, in ether words, to prevent the workers from 
building a working class movement. (Even the settlement agreed to almost instantly by the company 
and the union permits the continued attrition cf jobs.) 

The greatest fear of union officials is that workers wiil take things into their own hands, break 
through the artificial divisions which keep them isolated in specific plants and limited te specific 
issues, and bulid a movement which really challenges the way things are. The CAW leaders feared, in 
other words, that if they didn't act, the workers would. The goal of the CAW occupation was to regain 
enough credibility te enabie them tc retake the offensive—against workers. 

These events show once again that we need to build a working class movement independent of the 
unions. This movement will unite workers across plants and industries and national borders. it will 
fight not just to save our jobs but to change the world. 
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(From New Democracy, July-August 1999, PO Box 427, Boston, MA 02130) 


(from p. 21) 
unrecognized by historians because they are overshadowed by the Leninist and social democratic 
elements among the volunteers and partisans. Marzocchi participated in the events he describes in this 
memoir taken froma tape made in his later years. He seems to have made it 2 point to name the 
unsung anarchist heroes of the Spanish Civil War. Prisoners and Partisan deais with the anarchist 
resistance to fascism from the early twenties through 1949. Especially interesting are the accounts of 
attempts to assassinate Mussolizi, of which the authors name three, and the “Red Flying Column” 
1945-49, a sort of anarchist vigilante group which sought to punish fascists who had escaped justice 
from the government after the war. Again the authors have made a conscious effort to memorialize the 
participants individually, mentioning them by name. Prisoners & Partisans 37 pages — $4 ; 
Remembering Spain 28 pages — $3 from Kate Sharpley Library, BM Hurricane, London WCIN 3XX, 
U.K. and from AK Press Distribution, PO Box 40682, San Francisco, CA 94140. 


Red & Biack Notes. The ninth issue (Fall 1999), just published, “...contains a report on the Ontario 
Coalition Against Poverty and their struggle to raise the question of Homelessness in Toronto. Also 
there are reports on this year’s Labor Notes and Solidarity Unionism conferences. There is also a 
reprint of an article by George Rawick fram Radical America. Brief reviews round out the issue.” 

8 pages, $1 ($5 for a four issue sub) from PO Box 47643 - 939 Lawrence Avenue East, Don Mills, ON, 
M3C 387 Canada.. 
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SOCIALISN's MARKET ECONOMY 


Of all the dust raised by the defenders of Capitalism with which to 
confuse the working class, thus check the advent of Socialism, none 
appears thicker than the dust raised by the mass media around the term 
market. Here the phrase “market economy" is dished cut as a synonym for 
the phrase capitalist economy and as an antonym to what is labeled “So- 
viet-style command economy.” 


Anyone who has given thought to the matter will know that whereas 
market economy is descriptive of a capitalist economy, it will also cor- 
rectly describe any other economy wherein, directly or indirectly, an 
EXCHANGE OF PRODUCTS PREVAILS. z 


It has been well said that ecdénomic demand "drives" the economy-~ 
i.@., gerves to activate and regulate the production and distribution of 
goods and services. But in a worid that has largely outgrown barter, 
what seeming talisman teday promotes the exchange of products? MONEY! 


There is more than one problem here, however. 


An obvious difficulty concerns the use of money as a means of defer 
red payment--a difficulty succinctly spelled out by Torentc Glebe and 
Mail business commentator, Peter Cook, in his article of August 31 ('98) 
captioned A world put at risk by Russia. Quoting in part: 


"The bankerly wisdom that carried us through the 1970s 
was that it was okay to lend huge sums to Third World govern- 
ments because governments couldn't go bust. That was until they 
did. Or until oil-rich Mexico borrowed.so much that it could 
not afford to make the interest payments-~-oil prices, by then, 
having failen. 


"Mexice was not a major player in the global economy at 
the time. - But its duwnfall became an epoch-making event that 
was forever associated with an IMF annual meeting in Toronto 
in 1982. Finance ministers and central bankers who crammed in-~ 
te the downtown Sheraten hotel turned a bland face toward the 
world while, behind the scenes, they heid frantic meetings 
about how to avoid a financial collapse. The collapse that 
followed took an attenuated form: Latin America and much of 
the Third World entered a lost decade during which it was starved 
of capital. 

“Something of the same order of magnitude happened last 
week as global financial markets reacted explosively to the 
troubles of another bit player on the economic stage, Russia. 

“As Mexico was rich in devalued oil, so Russia is rich 
in commodities that have been devalued by bad times in Asia.... 

"Obviously, Russia is not the problem. Nor could it be. 
Its economy is smaller than Ontario’s....The problem is inves- 
tor confidence, or rather the lack of it, and how far that might 
spread. If it is money that makes the world go round [our em- 
phasis}, then a situation in which a part of the world is deemed 
to be unfit to receive it because of the risk (however small) 
of it being another Russia is serious indeed. 
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“What Russia has dene is ta add to fears that were already 
there as a result, of Asia. If investors were worried about 
Third World or emerging markets before, they are in a mood to 
shun them altogether now." 


Less cleac than the relation between investor confidence and Cook's 
working premise that “it is money that makes the world go round," is the 
question of HOW money dces it. Cock is unhelpful here exsept for the 
lead that is to be found in his observation that following the collapse 
of Mexico's economy in the early ‘80s, "Latin America and much cEé the 
Third World...was starved of capital.” (Our emphasis.) In a word, it 
takes money invested as CAPITAL to "make the world go round." All of 
which simply begs the question: How does Capital do it? 


Now indeed? Marxism calls a spade a spade; anti~Marxism, when cor- 
nered, enlists the help of academe to call it something else! But let 
us get straight to the point. Capital is as Capital does. Daniel De 
Leon put it this way: Capital is “that part of wealth which, first, is 
the result of production; secondly, is devoted to further production; 
and thirdly, enables its holder to use it, and is used by him, in ways 
and manners that exploit the producers." 


There we have it! Financial Capital is not money per se but money 
invested in the wages system--an exploitive system foisted upon workers 
by "free enterprise" Capitalism (also, of yore, by "Soviet-style command 
economies")--a system whose mission is te reward the investor with PROFIT 
"earned" by an artifice that simply shortchanges workers for their work 
prier to sale of their product. In a word, Capitalism is a system that . 
enriches the capitalist class by impoverishing the working class, and a 
system wherein Capital "makes the world go round" only so long as in- 
vestors of Capital remain confident of a profitable return on their investment. 


There is a social order that would suit workers and their families 
infinitely better than that imposed upon society by the capitalist class. 
We speak of a bona Fide socialist society. Socialism rejects Capitalism 
Lock, stock and barrel, Lt repudiates a system that supports a parasite 
class, therefore in place of production and sale for profit it substitutes 
production and distribution according to need. | 


The contrast between the rapacious motive behind capitalist produc- 
tion and the social motive of socialist production is well marked by the 
contrast between Socialism's market economy and that of Capitalism. 


Consider merely the consumers’ market. In response to market de- 
mand, capitalist production will of course supply goods and services. 
However, that is very incompletely stating the case. For one thing, be-~ 
cause workers are fleeced at the point of production their market demand 
cannot be a true measure of theic needs and wants but only what their 
wages will buy. For another thing, the capitalist pursuit of profit is 
an intensely competitive “game" that constantly spurs competing capital- 
ist concerns to implement ways and means to cheapen the goods and ser~ 
vices being offered for sale--all too often at the expense of the products’ 
quality, even the consumers’ health and safety. Again, the point should 
not be missed that when Peter Cook states, "The problem is investor 
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or rather the Lack of it, and how far that might spread," he 
fet consideration the adverse effect on 
profit-making of a Fearec weridwide financial collapse--but not the ad- 
verse effect on the comejiheasee numbers of workers whe would thereby be 
handed their "walking papers” to join the already unemployed on the in- 
dustrial scrapheap. Obvicusiy the unemployed. cannot generate an impres-. 


sive market demand. 

But what a difference will become manifest in a socialist regime! 
Having freed themselves from tiie baneful grasp of Capital, the producers 
of wealth will no longer have trouble keeping the wolf from their doors. 
For instead of wage or workfare, under Socialism they will receive direct 
ly and indirectly the full exchange value of their product. The ogre of 
de a thing of the past. 


confidence, 
brings up Erout and center 


unemployment, too, will 


The problem coniranti@e the working class is not "investor confLidenc 
and how far that might spread. The problem is 


or rather the Lack of it, 
Capitalism itself! Away then with the elixer that supports it! Away wit 
money! Quoting From ne De Leonist Review of January ~February,1997: 

"No more money? Are Secialists mad? Not so. The chief 
thing about money that Socialists find unacceptable lies out~ 
side its use as legal tender or as a medium of exchange. What 
Socialists decry is an abominable aspect of money which ap- 
pears to be inseparable From it--its use in the producers 
Ke Case CA RGAE cen. 

"So what should Socialism use instead of money? Labor 
vouchers! Unlike money, the labor voucher will not circulate. 
Unlike money, the Labor voucher will be non-transferable. Un- 
like money, whose stamp provides no clue as to how its pvosses- 
sor came by it, the labor voucher will record socially~neces- 
sary labor time expended by the worker, which voucher (after 
deductions for retirees and those unable to work, for mainten- 
ance and/or expansion of the industrial and service infra~ 
for medical research, for restoration of the envi- 
exchangeable for an equal amount of so- 
time that is crystallized in consumer 


mare 


structure, 
ronment, etc.) will be 
cially-necessary labor 
goods-~value for value. 

~~Alan Sanderson 


(From The De Leonist Review, Jan.-Feb. 1999, P.G. Box 944, Station F, 


Toronto, Ont. Canada M4Y 2N9) 


—30— 
#5 What is a wage-slave? 12.6.97. 


Let us examine Marx’s economic theories.....he is credited with the discovery of 
“surplus value” and how to evainate it .....he pointed cut that what the employee sold to 
the employer was his “power to laber”,...what he sold was his “mental and plrysical 
energies” and furthermore he sold them for what they were worth.....namely, the amount 
of food, clothing and shelter necessary to maintain aad replace it....Marx determined 
that anything produced over the value of the worker’s wages was “surplus-value” and 
accrued to the employer....(see my Document ‘B’).......... the market’s inability to 
purchase, will eventually restrict his production and workers will become redundani.....as 
fewer workers are exploited the employer must expect less profits and more expenses 
because of increased unemployment.....as Marx puts it, “Capital is concentrated into 
fewer hands”, 

"The expropriators become expropriated”.....One can see the effects in the daily 
news with the reports of merging, downsizing and the closure of factories in one country 
and the opening of factories in other countries where labor is cheaper...I might point out 
that this is a relatively brief respite from the mevitable end of another economic 
order.....such is man’s progression... 

Ji will be interesting to see how the world’s politicians can wriggle out of the 
problems that the foreseeable future promises .....the pie is getting smaller and something 
always has to give.....The mederm ‘wage-slave’, normally dependent on a job and wages 
for a living, will depend more and more on the ability of the master-class to support 
them in their hour of need....something the master-class and their government may not be 
able to do, adequately.....those wage-slaves that do not represent any economic worth 
may be neglected and left to their own devices.....For instance those unfortunates in the 
isolated regions of the world.. 

More problems affecting the world in general will rear it’s ugly head....There is 
always the threat of wars with the new technology and the old....the globe-warnung 
problem...and of course there are countries that go bankrupt and must be helped so that 
the capitalist system is net jeopardized.... much like a poker game....when one person 
wins all the money, the only way to restart the game, is to give the winnings back so that 
the game can continue.....Become a Socialist and enjoy the show...it is becoming 
hilarious.. 

W.Hewitson 
(revised 7-4-99) 


W.S.PCUS} 
POBox 440247 
Boston,MA. 62144 
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NOTES, ANNOUNCEMENTS, AND SHORT REVIEWS 


New Democracy National Coafererce. The July-August issue of New Demucrucy advertises a 
national conference: ~Bui!cimg & 4ovement tor Democratic Revolution,” at the Day’s Inn, Madison, 
Wisconsin, 7:30 p.m.. Friday. November 3 t9 12.00noon Sunday November 7. The draft agenda calls 
for a Friday evening discussion. Where Does Change Come from?: A Fresh Look at Our Everyday 
Lwes”: Baturday: A presentanoa by Dave Suratman: “We Can Change the World,” and the following 
discussions: “Is Revolution Necessary’: ~Is Revolution Possible?”; “How Can We Build a 
Revolutionary Movement”. ana “ Whai Role Should New Democracy Play?” Registration is $25. To 
register send check or money order: to New Democracy Conference, PO Box 427, Boston, MA 02130. 
For further information e-mail to sewdem@aol.com 


Chain Reaction: “Usshackliag Captive Minds.” Vol. 1 No. |. This is the first issue of a new 
prisoner magazine onented largely toward inmates of the Texas prison system. Aside from its most 
felicitous name, which lends tself to all sorts of associations (note the subtitle), Cham Reaction seems 
to have the support behind 1t that could make it an important asset to prisoners and to the movement to 
end the system that must build pnsons te control people. For one thing it straightforwardly names the 
enemy. Consider the foilowing from ~Who We Are”: “We believe that as the truth is revealed and 
minds are liberated, a “chain reaction” of revolutionary change will transform present capitalist 
society of haves and have-nots into a truly democratic and egalitarian society built upon meeting 
human need instead of capitalist greed.” “...We are not reformists and do not align ourselves with 
reformist organizations. We are abolitionists...” The lead article, “Starting a Chain Reaction” by 
FWKG begins, “Welcome to the first issue of Chain Reaction. Our purpose for starting Chain 
Reaction is to advocate and promote the political education of prisoners and workers in order that we 
may learn about the machinations of capitalist society and the political state which oppresses us.” 
Other articles include “The Capitalist State” by Gulf Coast Red (a DB subscriber), “Something Else,” 
about the class divisions among prisoners, and “They Fill Graves with Our Bones,” about the shooting 
wars being carried on by city police departments. 20 pages, $1 or three 35 cent stamps (free to 
prisoners) from South Chicago ARA, PO Box 721, Homewood, [L 60430. 


Democracy & Nature, Vol. 5, Nos. | and 2. Subtitied “The international Journal of Inclusive 
Democracy,” this is the most recent stage in the evolution of the journal that began life in 1992 as 
Society and Nature: The International Journal of Political Ecology, published in both English and 
Greek editions. [ts “International Advisory Board included luminaries from the anarchist camp of 
libertarian municipalism, among them Murray Bookchin. By issue number 7 the board had expanded 
to include other prominent academic hberarians including Noam Chomsky and Cormelius Castoriadis 
and several others. Then with issue number 8 che journal changed its name to Democracy and Nature 
as it separated itself ftom a faction among 1s sponsors that accepted the market system as a given, 
apparently the old reform or revolution desate on an academic plane. Another factional dispute fed to 
the resignation letters of the municipalists Janet Biehl and Murray Bookchin from the editorial board. 
The next issues (Vol. 5, Nos. | and 2) are in am enlarged format with a new numbering system and, as 
the subtitle indicates, are devoted largely to the comcept of “inclusive democracy.” Inclusive 
democracy argues that “A true democracy today ca only be derived from a synthesis of two major 
historical traditions, the democratic and tre semealus.. ~ Articles in these two issues include a review 
of Towards an Inclusive Democracy, Takis Fo®omealos s book on the subject, as well as other articles 
on the market sysiem. 
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Alternative Press Review: Your Guide Beyoud the Mainstream, Summer/Spring 1999. Except for 
an article on Midwest anarchists and their projects, this issue contains little that wouldn’t fit 
ideologically into an issue of Z Magazine. This is to say that its primary purpose seems to be to alert 
its readers to the consequences of capitalism without much in the way of analysis to show the 
connection between the system and the evil. Especially worth reading in this issue are “Against the 
Grain,” by Peter Montague, which examines the purposes and effects of the genetic engineering of 
plants and “Dismantling Former Yugoslavia, Recolonizing Bosnia,” by Michel Chossudovsky which 
describes capitalism’s plans for rebuilding Yugoslavia. As usual an excellent eight-page magazine 
review section and some book reviews. $4.95 ($5.95 Canadian), 1 year $16 from A.A.L. Press, PO Box 
4710, Arlington, VA 22204. 


Communism, No. 11 June 1999. Subtitled “Dictatorship of the Projetariat for the Abolition of Wage 
Labour,” Communism is the “Central Organ tn English of the Internationalist Communist Group.” 
This 58-page issue contains articles on the internal convulsions in two glebai hot spots, Albania and 
lrag. “Albania: The Proletariat Confronts the Bourgeois State” and “About the Class Struggle in Iraq.” 
Both emphasize the role played by the working class in the social upheavals in these countries. For 
those of us whose information on events in Albania consisted of news articles about the efforts of 
individual Albanians to reach Italy in 1997, these stones of local insurrection and the growing class 
consciousness of the participants will come as a revelation. The same is true of “Additional Notes on 
Insurrection of March 1991" in the Kurdish area of Iraq, where the proletariat were a third force in a 
struggle between the Iraqi military, and the Kurdish nationalists. The major point of the ICG thinking 
seems to be that in capitalism’s global economy every nation has a proletariat and that none are 
incapable of class consciousness and class struggle. L2, $3 from BP54, Saint Gilles (BRU) 3, 1060 
Bruxelles, Belgium. (Write without mentioning the name.) 
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